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taming of the jungle. Any liberation which means self-deter-
mination without security, and which adds another small State
to the international scene, will only encourage a new inter-
national scramble.

Yet liberation, complete self-government, Dominion status,
or any similar constitutional objective has its proper place in
colonial policies which take account of international realities.
The present colonial political system has not proved an adequate
safeguard for the weak. It causes friction among the strong. It
fails to enlist the joint strength of the less strong. For this
reason alone the rapid development of democratic and responsi-
ble government in the colonies is the correct international, as
it is the correct colonial, policy. Such responsible government,
it may be suggested, would be furthered by a system of time-
tables of economic, social and political advances, leading to the
final stage in which the self-governing colony would work out
with the protecting power and powers the mutual contributions
which could be made to security. The first conclusion is therefore
that there are a number of colonies which are so advanced that
their political development through negotiation with the
colonial power is internationally advisable and does not require
other international measures than those applicable to self-
governing countries.

Certainly for these colonies on the ladder to self-government,
the intervention of an international administrative authority
would be harmful. Many people have gone further and condemn
all forms of direct international control. It must be asked, how-
ever, what practical measures can be taken in the case of Italian
and Japanese colonies when by the Atlantic Charter the solemn
promise has been made that we seek no territorial aggrandize-
ment. The only solution which will not provoke charges of ill
faith is that of international administration. The choice will rest
between open internationalism and an unhappy prolongation
of inter-allied military control. In the first case there can be a
single administration free from conflicts of loyalty with a set
programme of political, economic and social advance, the
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